WM. J. BURNS, Sworn for the State (by deposition). I am employed to investigate the Mary Phagan 
murder. I was first employed by Leonard Haas and Mr. Herbert Haas, attorneys for Leo M. Frank. 
There is still some money due me. There was a contract in writing. There was no stipulation as to my 
being paid more in the event I should report a certain way. There was not to be a particle of difference. 
My understanding was that I was to make my own investigation and find out the facts. I have been in 
conferences with Frank frequently. I concluded after the first time I saw him that he was no pervert. I 
talked with him many times, and my opinion was strengthened each time. A man will indicate in his 
looks or his actions that he is no pervert, or is. I have made a close study of human nature for many 
years and IJ have dealt with all classes of people. In view of the fact that I have many times arrested 
men who were considered perverts, I consider my opinion, formed on personal conferences and my 
knowledge of human nature, accurate and trustworthy. I did not have any personal conferences with 
James Conley. I should say after reading the letters, that I felt sure Conley wrote, and after examining 
the clothing of little Mary Phagan, I gave it as my positive opinion that Conley was a pervert. As to 
how I know Conley wrote those letters, I have examined the writing of the letters you are referring to 
and what is known as the “murder notes”. I would not say that I am a handwriting expert, but there are 
many characteristics in the writing of the murder notes which show very plainly in the notes written to 
Annie Maud Carter My definition of “pervert” as applied to Frank or Conley, there are many phases of 
the pervert. The sexual pervert is a man who satisfies his sexual passion in an unnatural way. 
Considering Conley in connection with the letters, I would call him a fiendish pervert, that is, a man 
whose sexual passion is such that he would commit murder in order to satisfy it, in an unnatural way. 
You might take that term, it might take that turn, it might take a natural turn. He would be a pervert if it 
took the natural way. There are various phases of the pervert. The man who mutilates the person and is 
a pervert in the definition I gave is not usually a man of ignorance or a man of education, he might be a 
very cunning man. It is a crime of both the educated and uneducated. In my opinion, after reading those 
letters, I would say Conley satiated himself in an unnatural way. Mr. Smith, attorney for Conley, gave 
me opportunity to see Conley whenever I wished, in his presence. I didn’t avail myself of that privilege 
because I didn’t think I would have the opportunity of talking with Conley in the way I wanted with the 
restrictions there were thrown about him. There is aman named Adams who works for me, also Botts 
Rogers. Charles Ison is not on my payroll. He was not in Chicago with me. He came to my office in 
Chicago. He came to see a negro by the name of Aaron Allen. He came there with my knowledge and 
consent. It is not true that I had Isom there for the purpose of getting a statement from Allen after I had 
interviewed Allen myself for three days. I didn’t send for Isom at all, I received a telegram from here 
that a man by the name of Isom was coming on there. I think the telegram was from Mr. Herbert Haas. 
Mr. Jake Haas was there at the same time with Aaron Allen. I have a man named O’ Neal in my employ 
in Indianapolis. The negro didn’t look very well, but I didn’t remember his being very sick. He could 
go around. I interviewed him twice. I did not hear from Isom when he interviewed Aaron Allen. He was 
sent on from here. They said Mr. Isom knew him. I didn’t get a statement from Aaron Allen which 
amounted to much. I never made any statement to Isom that I couldn’t get anything from Aaron Allen I 
wanted. Isom didn’t make any report to me. I told him he told me about being put into a cell with Newt 
Lee and about Newt Lee telling him he was innocent and then of a white man being put in the next cell 
and Newt Lee being placed there with him and overhearing the white man say “If you don’t keep your 
mouth shut, you will get us all in trouble” and that the white man was brought back into the cell with 
Aaron Allen and he reported to Aaron Allen this same thing. I know Mr. Hopkins was there about the 
same time Allen and Isom were there and got the affidavit. J. Jacobs was there about the same time. I 
don’t know anything about Jacobs’ swearing to the good character of Annie Maud Carter, who gave 
these notes to you. I didn’t hardly say anything to the fellow Aaron Allen. I didn’t curse him, nor abuse 
him. No such thing ever happened as some money being put out on a table in the room where Aaron 
Allen was, where he could see it, and nobody else in there. I didn’t pay Allen anything. I didn’t 
authorize O’ Neal to tell Allen he wanted him over there to do some work in connection with catching 


some negro who was sleeping with some white woman. I didn’t take Aaron Allen from Indianapolis to 
Chicago at all, I didn’t know he was there at all. He was not detained there at all. I don’t know any 
negro detective there by the name of Bell. I don’t know that Charles Isom was paid $100. through my 
agency to go up there and get that negro Aaron Allen and get from him a statement favorable to Frank. 
I never heard tell of it. I think Jacobs stayed there a day or two. Charles C. Tedder is not employed by 
me. I think he was employed by Mr. Lehon. I don’t know how long Tedder had been drawing pay from 
my agency here. I don’t know a thing in the world about Tedder being on the pay roll of the Wm. J. 
Burns Detective Agency. He didn’t work on the Frank case that I know of. He worked on the Conley 
case, you might say. I am employed to work on the Frank case and the Conley case, everything 
connected with the Mary Phagan murder. I did not put Tedder to work on anything anywhere. I don’t 
know what Lehon did. Lehon doesn’t make reports to me. He is manager of the Southern Office here 
and also conducts the New Orleans office. He is making investigation into the Frank case and Conley 
case and the Mary Phagan murder like me and getting angles over the country. He does not report to me 
in writing. He sometimes reports to me verbally. I do not get all the reports eventually and ultmately 
[sic] from all men working on this case. Mr. Sears has charge of them. Mr. Sears and Mr. Haas get 
them. Mr. Sears is just the local man here. I do not get, either verbally or in writing full and complete 
reports as to the investigation going on. These matters are not reported to Frank’s counsel before they 
come to me, they come to our office first, they should. I am not the man who makes the reports to 
Frank’s attorneys. They report to Mr. Lehon and Mr. Haas. The purpose an object in dividing it up and 
my object in making subordinate reports to these men is so that they will know everything that is going 
on. I visited Mr. Wm.M.Smith in company with Mr.Dan Lehon some week or ten days ago, about eight 
o’clock in the morning. I know that Carlton C. Tedder was reporting to Mr.Lehon at that time. Yes, I 
asked Mr. Smith if he trusted Mr. Tedder implicitly on that occasion. I wanted to know whether or not 
he was frank with us in stating he would get come facts or gather some facts in connection with Conley. 
I was not anxious to convict Conley and Save Frank, not if Conley was innocent. I could not tell 
exactly when I first came into possession of facts with reference to this Ragsdale matter. The first time I 
ever heard of it, Mr.Lehon spoke to me about it. He stated that there was a preacher, and he was back in 
the alley, and when he got this far I stopped him. I didn’t want to hear about any more people being in 
the alleys. Yes, I had sufficient of that, back of the pencil factory. I had a man in Chicago, who claimed 
to have picked up a pocket book and memorandum book back in the alley of the National Pencil 
factory. I forget his name. He said he was a Salvation Army man. I did not get his affidavit. 
Mr.Hopkins, I think took an affidavit from him. I guess it is in the possession of somebody here in 
Atlanta. I heard so many alley propositions, there just have been three or four hundred propositions. I 
got disgusted. I didn’t find them anywhere, either in Chicago, New York or Atlanta. The operatives kept 
telling me about them. Mr. Lehon and I were continually joking about the number of men who were 
down in the alley. Yes, I talked to this fellow in Chicago, that picked up some books or things in the 
alley. He sho[w]led me a memorandum book and told me about it that certain writing was in the book 
when he got it. I examined it, and concluded it was not Conley’s writing and told him so and that ended 
it, so far as I was concerned. I thought it was his own writing. He also had a pocket book. I never made 
the statement in my life that I had that pocket book in my possession. I have no pocket book or purse 
that any one claims to have belonged to Mary Phagan? I have no mesh bag. I never authorized the 
statement in any newspaper to the effect that I had it. I never at any time made any claim that I had it. I 
never made any statement in Cleveland, or any other city that the guilty man was at large. The 
newspapers have said many things that are not true about this in quoting me. They often misquoted me. 
At the time I asked Mr. Smith if he had implicit confidence in this man Tedder, I was no concerning 
myself about Ragsdale at the time. Mr. Tobie is my Chicago man. I have learned that he was down here 
on this case. I only know by hearsay who employed him. Mr. Tom Felder employed him. Mr. Tobie did 
not make any reports to me. I never heard of any reports he made, except what I read in the newspapers 
here. When I first heard of the Ragsdale incident, I told them I didn’t care to hear any more of it. I first 


heard of it probably a week or ten days before the affidavits were made. Mr. Lehon spoke of it to me in 
my office. I don’t know whether Charley Sears was present or not. The next time I heard of it Mr. 
Lehon came to me and told me the preacher had made an affidavit and that they had run out his record 
and found it alright. He did not tell me anything about Barber. He didn’t say he had run out his 
character, he said it had been run out. I did not pay any attention to it. Yes, I did have a conversation 
with Mr. Lehon previous to that, he came to me again and told me about this preacher, and did say that 
he was corroborated, and I told him that I wouldn’t have anything to do with a man who would keep 
that information all this time, and that he was not worthy of belief, and that I would not have anything 
to do with it, and to send them to Mr. Rosser or Mr/Arnold and after investigation if they saw fit to take 
it to do so. I don’t know whether Mr. Lehon carried out my investigation or not. I suppose he did. I 
think it was two or three days before the filing of anendment before I heard that he had made the 
affidavit. I never saw Arthur Thurman in my life. I do not know whether Messrs. Arnold and Rosser 
were talked to about this matter or not. I never talked to them about it. I do not know of any money 
being paid out, either to Ragsdale or Barber, nor to Thurman or Tedder. I never paid a cent and never 
authorized a cent to be paid. I do not think this thing would be handled by somebody on the side who 
would not report to me, in order to keep me from knowing it. I don’t think such a thing would occur. 
He would be violating the rules of our agency absolutely to do anything of the kind. I did not hear 
through any source connected with this case or in any way that Carlton C. Tedder had been supplised 
money for the purpose. I am more familiar with the Annie Maud Carter proposition than with the 
Ragsdale proposition. No, it was not my particular discovery. I didn’t work up that angle. I don’t know 
who worked up that angle. I found the girl at Mr. Haas’ office, on the day she made the affidavit. I 
never heard of her before. Yes I came in contact with a Mr. Wrenn. I have seen both of them, Jimmie 
Wrenn and George Wrenn. I did not see George Wrenn before he was released from the Tower. I saw 
them while they were working for C.W.Burke. I never saw Mr. Frank in the jail in company with Mr. 
Burke in my life. I never saw Mr. Frank when Dr. Wrenn was there. Nothing was said to me about what 
was going on when Dr. Wrenn was down there. Nobody ever handled anything through Wrenn. The 
first time I ever saw Wrenn I sent for him and he came to my office. I asked who was familiar with 
those letters and they said Wrenn was, and I sent for him and asked him to sit down and translate them, 
which he did. It was a young fellow about 25 or 26 years old. He is the taller of the two. Wrenn read it. 
Leonard Haas afterward furnished the translation. I am telling you Dr. George Wrenn did it first and 
then Leonard Haas did it afterwards. Dr. Wrenn did it for me. Two of the counsel were present, Leonard 
and Herbert Haas. I could not say how long that was previous to the beginning of the hearing up here 
on the extraordinary motion. It has only been four or five days ago. It was two or three days, I think 
before that that I had been in possession of these notes. I do not know that they have sought to have 
them photographed before that more than that length of time. I got the notes from C.W.Burke, a little 
while before Wrenn interpreted them. Yes, Burke is the man who deserves credit for the discovery of 
the notes. I went over the evidence in the case. I read all the briefs in it; went down to the pencil 
factory, went all over the briefs in the case and interviewed all the witness at the pencil factory, went up 
to your office and examined the clothes, examined the evidence in the case and made my report to them 
that in my opinion that they did not need any evidence outside of that used at the first trial. That is my 
opinion now. I suppose there were over one hundred witnesses introduced by the State of Georgia in 
the case. I don’t know how many were introduced. I didn’t read overall. I did not read the stenographic 
report. I just read the briefs. I interviewed Schiff, Darley, Holloway, Lemmie Quinn at the factory, 
Frank himself, I don’t recollect the others. I don’t remember the States witnesses I examined. I 
employed Botts [sic] Rogers, who was one of the State’s witnesses. He has not given an affidavit 
changing his evidence. I did not interview John Starnes and Pat Campbell. I tried to interview Monteen 
Stover twice. The first time was at Mr. Boorstin’s office. I told Mr. Leonard Haas I would not like very 
much to talk with this little Monteen Stover, except with her permission, and he said he thought he 
could arrange it. Later I met Mr. Boorstin and asked him if he could make arrangements for the 


interview with Monteen Stover and he said he could. I told him to be sure and get the permission of the 
parents of the girls and the girl’s permission. Later Mr. Haas telephoned me, told me that Monteen 
Stover and her father and mother were at the office of Mr. Boorstin. I went up there and as I walked in 
the door, Mr. Boorstin said “Come in Mr. Burns” and the little girl jumped up and went out the door 
and the mother after her. They went after her and called her back. I said “What is the trouble,” I says, 
“Well, if she doesn’t want to speak with me, let her go, don’t call her back.” I said to Mr. Boorstin, 
“Did you make the arrangement” and he said “No, I did not. I thought I would get her here and she 
could consent.” Then I said “You gentlemen ought not to have brought me here without having made 
satisfactory arrangements for the interview.” I did not see anybody grab hold of the girl and try to hold 
her. I did not have any conference with the girl who stays in Boorstin’s office at all about detaining her,, 
or directing her to close the doon [sic] on her mother when she went to go out and tell her to stay there. 
I did not talk to Mr. Edmondson, the stepfather of this little girl, right there. I never saw him but once in 
my life. I did not talk to Dr. Claud Smith, the city bacteriologist. I did not talk to the two doctors who 
were employed by the defense to ascertain whether or not that was blood on the second floor. I did not 
get their names or know anything about their report. I made a thorough inquiry about it. I made an 
investigation at the factory and the witnesses attached to the factort [sic]. I did not talk to Mell 
Stanford, Mrs. Jefferson, or R.P.Barrett. I did not find out from Frank who that was present with him 
when he got down on his knees and examined those blood spots. I never heard of it. I never saw Duffy 
in my life, and didn’t disuuss [sic] that with him. I don’t know him. I never interviewed him. I never 
talked to Newt Lee. I examined the blood spots on the first floor, where they chipped it up. I did not 
examine the alleged blood spots down in the area where Jim Conley is said to have been sitting, but I 
had an interview with Mr. McWorth, Mr. Whitfield, and they told me what they had found and then we 
examined some spots still there, and where they said they had been chipped up there. I think Whitfield 
has been working for me. I did not take him into my employ, Mr. Sears did. I talked to him about those 
blood spots. I did not have an analysis made of them, I never saw those chipped up from there. I never 
saw those around the elevator area; they were turned over to the Pinkertons and thrown away. It is my 
understanding that they were turned over to the Pinkertons. I have been there and seen the floor. There 
was something chipped up there, on the street floor near the scuttle hole. I know what Mr. Whitfield 
and Mr. McWorth told me, that they chipped them up and turned them over to Scott, or Pierce. I forget 
which of the Pinkertons. McWorth is now an assistant at my office. He is retained to handle all matters. 
I saw the club McWorth and Whitfield reported to me. I saw it in Mr. Haas’ office, and there was blood 
on it. 1am more capable of looking at a man and saying he is a pervert, than looking at spots and tell 
they are blood or not blood. My next business engagement is out in Oklahoma, Oklahoma City. I will 
return here in about ten days. I have no evidence now with reference to this murder I have not reported 
to Leo M. Frank, or to his attorneys. I keep reporting every day and right along. I have made my final 
report to them. I have not it in written form. I am going to make a written report. I have advised them 
not to publish it, because of the fact that it looked to me as though every witness that is found here is 
bamboozled, or turned about, and I determined and advised them when they found a witness to send the 
witnesses out of town to preserve them. Annie Maud Carter was sent out of town on my suggestion. 
Mr. Lehon attended to that. I sent her to New Orleans. After she made the affidavit I advised the 
attorneys to send her out of town. I do not know where she is stopping. I do not know that she is 
stopping at 314 Lower Line. She is not working for the agency down there. I do not know who is living 
at that place. Nothing was paid Annie Maud Carter that I know.of. I do not know of anything paid her 
for her evidence by Wrenn. I found Annie Maud Carter in Mr. Haas’ Office. Leonard Haas and Herbert 
Haas were both in the office together. I told Annie Maud Carter’s mother that I would arrange for her to 
go and see her daughter. I have never seen her since. I do not know that she came to my office prepared 
to go to see her daughter. I did not personally tell her that I would let her telephone her daughter. I think 
Lehon attended to the details of getting Annie Maud Carter out of town. I have no evidence of a 
physical nature not already before the court tending to expose who the murderer of Mary Phagan is. I 


have not anything of a documentary nature that has not been turned over to the attorneys. I am 
reporting to them every day. The last report was made to them probably a day or two ago. The last time 
I talked with these men was this morning, and last night. I have not seen a copy of their motion and 
amendments. I have not read them in the papers. No, I know of no evidence illustrating any issue in this 
case I have not appraised these gentlemen of. I don’t know anything about anything that they have not 
brought to the attention of the court. 

CROSS EXAMINATION. It was extremely difficult to investigate the facts of this case, owing to the 
intense feeling on the part of some members of the public. The most difficult of any case I have 3ver 
[sic] inquired into in all my experience. I never in all my life met with such unreasoning prejudice as 
there is in this case, to give the facts, just the simple truth. I have never known a case where it is as hard 
to hold a man to his story, to just the simple truth as in this case. I have never heard tell or reas of 
anything as outrageious [sic] as was resorted to in this case to secure the evidence of Minola McKnight, 
or the treatment accorded to Albert McKnight. I talked to Albert McKnight after he was lately arrested. 
I have read the affidavit made by Albert McKnight that was put in this motion for a new trial. He stated 
that what he had sworn for the defense was absolutely true, and he was induced to tell the story he did 
on the stand by Claborne or Craven. I read the brief of evidence in this case. I would say the brief of 
evidence covered the truth in this case completely. I read the evidence of Jim Conley. I have never 
known of a white man with a hitherto unblemished reputation being convicted on the testimony of a 
low original negro, who himself admitted to having written the notes found by the body of the girl, or 
of any court, jury or anybody accepting any such criminal explanation of the crime. My conclusion as 
to who was the murderer of Mary Phagan, so far as all the evidence on the trial of a case is concerned, 
is unquestionably Jim Conley. I read the testimony of the Pinkerton man, Scott as to how Jim Conley 
changed his testimony, starting out that he knew nothing about it, and then he claimed he had written 
the notes on Friday, and then changed and said he had written them on Saturday, and that whenever 
Conley said anything that would not fit, they would tell him to put in something that would fit. My 
statement first made as to the conviction of Frank is based on the brief which I read. I have never talked 
with Jim Conley. So far as my information goes, he has been kept ever since this prosecution at the jail. 
I understand that nobody has been allowed to talk to him. My information as to the terms on which this 
man Smith would allow me to talk with him, was provided that he was present and I think he wanted a 
reporter of the court present also. I don’t think under such circumstances I could get anything out of 
Jim Conley. I examined the letters he wrote in the jail and the clothes of the little gir[1]. The contents of 
these letters were very vile. I never saw a case more filled with that character of perversion in my life. I 
have never attempted to get anything except what I considered the truth. There have been hundreds of 
rumors of a great many people wishing and proffering to tell ridiculous and what I considered absurd 
things in this case. It is difficult frequently to tell just what motives were prompting them or why the 
wanted to get into it, whether it is the truth or not. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION. One instance I can name where obstacles have been thrown in my way 
as to getting evidence and ascertaining the truth, is the Conley incident and Monteen Stover situation, 
and I considered outrageous, perfectly outrageous. As to why it is outrageous for a private individual 
not to submit to cross examination by four or five different men, all in the pay for a convict and his 
friends, I suppose the object was to get at the real facts and find out who was the actual murderer. It 
seems a lot of extraneous matters have been injected into it, and I could see there was a feeling here on 
the part of lawyers that intended to interfere with a proper investigation of the case, as for instance, 
yours, (Mr. Dorsey). As to what obstacle you put in the way of a full investigation, you refused toc 
discuss this case with me, after I told you I would report that Frank was innocent. I asked you if I could 
discuss the case with you and you said, no, not then. Yes, you said you would see me at any time 
afterwards. Yes, I told you that I would report in writing in a few days that Frank was innocent and 
Conley guilty. I had already made up my mind at that time. You told me if that was true there was no 
use to discuss it with me. Yes, you told me I could come back if I wanted to, and that you would be 


glad to see me and give me the opportunity of convincing you of his innocence. As to whether you told 
me you didn’t care what my opinion was, that I need not waste any time in giving my opinion attacking 
the verdict, that if I had evidence, I could take all the time I wanted to convince, yes, you said about 
that. You added that for some reason after you came out into the hall. Mr. Alexander had gone almost 
down the stairs. As to what other obstacles, other than the Monteen Stover and the Jim Conley 
instances were thrown in my way, I asked the attorneys for the defense whether it would be possible to 
see all the witnesses for the State and the defense and they told me it would be impossible to get to 
them after we had started on Monteen Stover. The Haas’ told me that. Perhaps Mr. Amold, I am not 
sure, Mr. Rosser may possibly have told me. I do not recollect any other obstacle that was thrown in my 
way. Perhaps if I had known you were going to ask that question I could have thought it over and 
refreshed my mind. As to why I did not go to see Jim Conley, because, as I have said, of the obstacles 
thrown in my way. As to why I could not go where I could get valuable information, I saw and read the 
notes and saw the clothes of the murdered girl and the manner in which the under garments were cut. 
He admitted writing the murder notes. As to how I know that Conley ever saw or had his hands on 
those garments, why the way in which those garments were cut, indicates to my mind that it was the act 
of a pervert, such a perverted mind as Conley betrays in those notes. The most ridiculous thing that has 
been brought to my attention in this case, is the fellows who claim to have been behind that factory, or 
the alley on that day, were lined up you would think it was a parade, also those who claimed to have 
heard screams there that day. Mr. Haas told me about some man who heard screams in that factory. I 
don’t recollect he told me the names. I did not ever talk to a man who claims to have heard screams. I 
never talked to a man who claimed to have seen Jim Conley, but the Salvation Army man in Chicago. 
Yes I heard tha [sic] Marly/Rich said that Conley bought a lunch from her down there. I was not 
therefore looking for anybody in particular who saw him come out of the factory. I was looking for 
anybody that had any information on the subject. The instances that have occurred throughout the 
course of this investigation that showed prejudice on the part of any people, were the handling of these 
witnesses, the Albert McKnight matter, and the statements that I read as having been made never knew 
of the effort that Burke made to send McKnight out of town when he was wanted as a witness in the 
Conley case. We made Annie Maude Carter a witness, she was our witness, and we wanted to take care 
of her, and we were satisfied what would happen to her if we left her here. In the investigation of 
Conley’s record, this is the only instance, his connection with this case, I discovered. As to what 
criminal act Conley committed, I have only hearsay. 


